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Lexical heterogeneity, the observation that a larger number of lexemes is used for certain concepts 
and that the geographical distribution of these lexemes is not homogeneous across a dialect area, has 
been shown to be influenced by semantic features (Geeraerts & Speelman 2010, Speelman & 
Geeraerts 2008). These pilot studies revealed that psychologically more salient concepts (e.g. HEAD 
versus NOSTRIL) show a smaller degree of lexical heterogeneity. Vaguer concepts with fuzzy 
boundaries (e.g. MODEST or CALM, COMPOSED) and concepts that are prone to affect (e.g. DROOL versus 
CHEEKBONE) show more variability. However, since only one semantic field and one dialect area were 
taken into account in these studies, it is unclear whether these findings extend to the lexicon as a 
whole. In this paper, we review three case-studies that each build on a different aspect of the results of 
the pilot studies. As a result, we can provide further evidence for the influence of semantic concept 
features across semantic fields and dialect areas.  
The first case-study focuses on the influence of semantic features on lexical diversity (i.e. the 
number of lexemes per concept), on the one hand, and geographical heterogeneity (i.e. the degree to 
which the lexical variants are distributed across geographical space in a heterogeneous way), on the 
other hand. Preliminary results confirm that concept salience, vagueness and affect not only influence 
the number of lexemes that occur for a concept, but also the degree of heterogeneity in the 
geographical spread of the variants. 
In the second case-study, we analyse the influence of concept salience, vagueness and affect 
on lexical heterogeneity across six semantic fields, using the Dictionary of Limburgish Dialects. A 
linear regression analysis confirms that these factors are important in all of the semantic fields. 
However, in general, some fields appear to be more prone to lexical heterogeneity than others. 
The third case-study consists of a more detailed analysis of a smaller part of the lexicon across 
two dialect areas. More specifically, it zooms in on the importance of concept salience on variation in 
the names for plants in the dialects of the Limburgish and Brabantic dialects of Dutch. We are able to 
confirm that more frequent, and thus more familiar and experientially salient, plants tend to show a 
smaller amount of lexical diversity. 
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